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From the Paris Gazette, dated July 12. 


Peroufe, June 30. 
«HE Duke de la Feuillade, refolving, after 


Piemont, took his March by Fencftrelle 
to reduce the Valleys of the Vaudois. 
In a little Time he reduc’d the Valleys 
of St. Martin and Peroufe. The Inhabicants of 
the Valley of St. Germain would immediately have 
follow'd the Example of theic Neighbours, had 
they not been diffwaded from it by feveral French 
Refugees ; but feeing “their Villages were in dan- 
ger to be taken dnd pillag’d, they drove away 
the Refugees, and fubmitted. The Count of Gevau- 
dan has poffefs'd himfelf of the Valley of Angrogne, 
which gives an Entrance into that of Luferne. The 
Sieur de Lapara is detach’d with fome Troops to 
make himfelf Mafter of it ; the Inhabitants have ar- 
tack’d him twice in very narrow Paffages, but were 
both times repuls’d with lofs, and to day or to moz- 
row he will attack them in their Intrenchments. 
_ From the Amfterdam Gazette, dated July 15. 
Turin, July 1. The Imperialifts that were en- 
camp’d at. Veillane and had orders to march to Car- 
‘magnole , receiv’d a Ccunter-order to march to- 
wards Pignerol, before the French got thither; in 
‘which they have fucceeded by the help of the Vau- 
‘dois, who ftop’d the Enemy between Feneftrelle and 
eroufe. Monfieur Vander Meer, the Minifter of 
the States-Genetal, is gone into the Valleys with 
Meffieurs Arnaud and Melanote, to keep the Vau- 
dois firm in the Intereft of his Royal Highnefs. The 
French have follicited them by great Offers and Pro- 
mifes to renounce their Allegiance to their Soveraign; 
but with their ufual re they have rejected all 
‘the Propofals made to them. 
the Amfterdam Gazette, dated July 22. 
Turin, July 8. We have receiv’d Advice, thac the 


“Marquefs de Parelle has fallen unexpected on the 


‘Troops of the Duke de la Feuillade, kill’d 7 or 800 
of them in the Valley of Angrogne, and taken their 
Baggage. Thefe Advices fay further, that the French 
have quitted the Valley of Peroufe,and that the Vau- 
‘dois have recover’dall their Pofts. 
From the Amfterdam Gazette, dated July 18. 

~ Thoulon, June 29. The Count of Thoulouze has 
fent an Exprefs to the Marfhal de Villars, to inform 
him that the Enemies have imbark’d 5 or 600 Men 


at Villa Franca, moft of them Refugees, in 3eFrigates 


and 3 Tartans, with Arms, Saddles, and Ammuni- 
‘tions of War; who are to endeavour to joyn the 
Camifars. 3 Gallies are fent from Marfeilles to Cette, 
to lye at the Mouth of that Harbour. — is 

~ Nimes, June 30.° The Marfhal de Villars having 
receiv’d Advice from the Count de Thoulouze, that 
fome Troops were imbark’d at Villa Franca to come 
to fuccour the Camifars, has order’d the Militia and 
regular Troops to march to the Coaft and poft them- 
felves in proper Places to prevent any Defcent ; and 
the Marfhal himfelf will follow them to day, Mon- 
fieur de la Lande, who has for feveral days watch’d 
the Motions of the Camifars, is return’d hither, nor 
finding himfelf able to attack them in the advan- 
-tagious Pofts they are Mafters of, among the Hills, . 


he had taken Suza, to penetrate into 


From the Paris Gazette a la main, dared July 21. 

Pars, July 21. The Count de Tholoufe having 
Advice that the Duke of Savoy had caus’d 4 OF 500 
Refugees to embark at Villa Franca in 4 Tartans, 
with Arms, to fuccour the Camifars, detach’d the 
Chevalier de Roannes with 4 Galleys and 2 Frigates, 
who met them in the Heighth of Marteilles ; One of 
them was purfued to the Coait of Catalonia where 
it was run afhore ; another was funk ; and 2 others 
were taken, on board of which were 200 Refu ees, 
10000 Mufquets, Ammunitions, Money, and Pick- 
axes and Shovels. A certain Perfon nam’d St. Mar- 
tin, who was formerly an Inhabitant of Nimes, and 
who had a Commiffion to command thefe Refugees, 
was taken among them. 


= 0 .~erpe of the Review of the Affairs of France 
a your Review of Tuefday the r1th inftant, you pu- 
blith’d the following Letter, 
OU may inform the Scandalous Club, that the 
Daily Courant, publijh’d this day, is an Impofim 
tion on the Publick, for that he dates his News from the 
~ Leiden Gazette June 12. and there is not one word in the 
Same, not fo much as from the Place le mentions there, as from 
Rome, Genoa, &c. May 24. This I thought fit to tell you, 
that it may be inferted in tomorrow's Review. 
June 16. 1704. Yours, &c. 
At firft fight of this, I fuppos’d 1 had cafually mif- 
quoted the Leiden Gazette for the Amfterdam or fome 
other; for I concluded you had compar’d the Courant 
and Gazette mention’d in the Letter,. as well becaufe 
you kept it by you near aMonth before you publith’d ie, 
andtherefore had Time enough to compare them,as be- 
caufe you ufher it in with an Air of Satisfation that 
fhews you thought you were making a fure Throft,and 
fhould infallibly be reveng’d of me for exprefling a 
mean Opinion of you in the Courant of April 28. There- 
fore when I had turn’d to the Gazette and Courant in 
Queftion, and found them toagree, I was not a little 
furpriz’d: I was pleasd at the fame time to find I was 
wrongfully accus'd of impofing upon the Publick; but 
I refle&ed with fome Uneatinefs what a Misfortune it is 
to have to do with a Man, who is fo far from being 
tender of other People’s Reputation, that he has no Re- 
on tohisown. Certainly a Verfon of your Sagacity 
ould have confider’d a little beforehand, for his own 
fake if not for mine, that he ought not to publifh fuch 
‘a Letter, unlefs he was fatisfied the Fa& related in it 
were true; becaufe all the Reproach and Scandal of re- 
‘porting a Falfehood would fall upon himfelf, and that 
juftly, feeing the Injury I fhould fuffer by fuch a Let- 
ter, would be wholly owing to his publifhing of it. 
And this is what you were once fenfible of your felf ; 
for in your Review of the 27th of June, in anfwering 
fome Crietied fent you by a Gentleman, you have thefe 
Words, 
To his Query, Whether it be any Excufe to us to 
fay, We relate only upon Information ? 
We Anfwer readily, No, Sirs; and we have never 
pleaded it ; and if you have a mind to put us upon 
' the Proof of any thing we have related, you are wel- 
come. 
' Here was a Confeffion out of your own Mouth; but 
having obferv’d, in reading fome of your Papers, that 
you are very much addi&ed to fhuffle, and to unfay at 
one time what you had faid at another, I was minded 
to try an Experiment whether fo witty a Man could be 
fix'd, and be brought to repeat and ftand toa Principle 
he had once acknowledg’d ; and therefore, becaufe you 
had effe€tually own’d in the Words I have quoted, that 
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ought to inquire into the Truth of the Stories you 
wuBlith, feeing you were without Excufe if you related any 
thing that you could mot prove, I defir’d you in the Cou- 
rant of Friday laft to anfwer the following Queftion. 
Suppofe a Letter be fent to the Writer of the Cou- 
rant, telling himwa very Scandalous Story of the Au- 
thor of the Review; What Name would he deferve 
fhould he take the Liberty to publifh fuch a Letter 
without making any Inquiry into the Fa&t? efpecially 

if the Story fhould prove falfe. . 

I made my Cafe your own, that you might think 
your felf concern’d to confider it well, and pais a Judg- 
ment upon it the more carefully. But what Anfwer 
did you give me, Sir, im your Saturday's Review ? 
Why truly, you apprehended the Name you fhould be- 
ftow om a Perfon wha should publ. fh a Scandalous Story of a- 
uather Man without firft inquiring into the Fad, would come 
Bome to your felf; for you confefs you publifh’d the 

tter Fam concern’d in, upon the Reputation of the Per= 
fon that fent it; and therefore you evade giving a di- 
re&t Anfwer to the Queftion, but according to your 
ufual Guftom you make this fhuitiing Reply, 

As to his marerial Queftion, #0 the Cafe differs; if 

the Gentleman who the Author thinks he has never 

treated but with Refpect, imagines deicending to 

Perfonal Scandal, a good Way to vindicate the tii- 
' fling Miftakes of his News-paper ; the Author ef the 

Réview, lets him know he thal] be perfeétly uncon- 

cern’d in fuch a Cafe ; and gives him his Word, he 

fhall have neither any Reply to it, nor any fuch foul 

Ufage on his fide. 

The Cafe differs you fay ; in your Opinion it feems ‘tis 
no perfonal Scandal to be accus’d of Forgery and im- 
poling upoa the Publick, thefe are M fakes: 

have often wonder'd indeed, how you could have the 

Affurance to charge the Writer of the Pofwax (in your 
Review Numb. 5.) with forging lowg Speeches of Ferre: 
Ambafedas, and yet never make the leait offer fince, ci- 
ther to prove it upon him, or to acknowledge you 
cauld not: Bur my. Wonder ceafes now you tell me 
that you look upen fuch things to be trifling Miftakes. 
But, Sir, I muft inform you, that as every Man of Pro- 
biry counts nothing more Scandalous than lying; fo 
"tis the heavieft Imputation a Perfon who makes writing 
of News-papers his Imployment, can fall under: And 
it would well have became you to have confider’d that, 
before you ventur'd to blacken me in your Review. 
-- You ‘tell me that if I fhould defcend to perfonal Scan. 
dai, you will make no Reply to it, nor return any fuch 
foul Ufage. I am moft particularly oblig’d to you, 
Dear Sir, that you who have [et up a Shop of Scandal, 
and without Provocation have treated fo many other 
Perfons fo feurriloufly, efpecially the poor Country 
Parfon, whofe Namé and Place of Abode you have 
pointed out fo plainly, thar no Man of the fame County 
can poflibly miftake him;that you,I fay,fhould(only out 
of a natural Difpofition to befpatter People,) ufe other 
Men fo foully, and yet refolve to deny your felf the 
Pleafure even of Revenge, for my {weet take, is what 
I can never be fofficiently thankful for: Tho’ perhaps 
I do not owe this diftinguifhing Mark of your Favour 
co your Chriftian Meeknefs altogether. you need- 
edsnot to have frighten’d your felf with the Apprehen- 
fion that I intended to tell naughty Stories of you, had 
you but taken Notice that I faid plainly I fapper'd the 
Cafe I put to you. So fet your Heart at reft, I confider 
-you only as the Writer of the Review, what you are 
elfe I care not, becaufe “tis nothing to the purpofe in 
the Difpute berween us. 

It remains, Sir, that I acquaint you, that if + nes (or 
any other Perfon) wil) cal] upon Mr. Knaplock at the 


Angel in St. Paul's Church-yard, he will produce the Leiden 


Gexette and Coxzrant mention’d in the Letter you publifh'd; 
After you have compar’d them, I expe& you will per- 
form your of inaking me ? Ameude honsrable.’Tis 
a pretty Phrafe that, and you have it often in your 
Month, but you char admire the French Government 
fo much, cannot but know it has a fcurvy Meaning; Ic 
would be !’refumption in me to offer to,inform you, 
that in France if a Man publifhes a Book that refleéts on 
‘the King’s Allies, his Generals or Minifters, in fhort, 
that gives any Offence to the Government,he is ufuall 
condemn’d to make the Amende honorablei.e.with aTore 
in his Hand, barefoot and bare-headed, and jn a Church 
or fome other publick Place, to ask Pardon of God, the 
King, and the Courts of Juftice ; I fay, I do not pre- 
fame you are ignorant of this; but I take leave juft ro 
wut you in mind of it, and at the fame time to advife 
syou, asa Friend, not to be too prodigal of your Pro- 
mifes to make ! Amende honerable for the Slanders which 
in the Fury of your Wit you have already or may 


chance hereafter to bole out. Fil tell you why; in 
your Review of July 11, you Have this paflage. 
I fhall undertake to charge the « of S i 
_ in the Procefs of this Hiftory, with Ambition, In- 
juftice, Ingratitude, and above all, an Impolitick and 
mmoderate Fury, by which he Blies in the Face of 
the Proteftant Intereit. 
For if you are tried by fome Judges, you will hardly 
come off by urging, that in your Review of July 15, 
(but 3 days after) you very modeftly clap’d in this 


aflage. 

. i hope, when the Readers of thefe Sheets expe& me 
to make good the laft Paragraph of the former Review, 
they do not at the fame time look for an Indi&ment 
againft the King of Sweden fill'd with all the long 
Scroul of Adverbs, that the Lawyers croud into their 
Forms of Procefs, the Malitiouflys, Ambitioufys, &c. 

I fay tome Judges will hardly allow the laft of thefe 
Paflages to make amends for the former. But if you 
fhould flip your Neck out of that Collar, how will you 
come off with Sir G——R——? of whom in your Ree 
view of June 24, you fay thus, ‘ 

We are told by the News-Papers, that Sir GaeR—., 
isin the Srreights, with 45 Sail of Englith and Dutch 
Men of War ; and yet we are told, that Count de The- 
loufe, with 29 ventured to follow into the Mediterng 
nan; Wifer Heads than mine, fay, Sir G— was freag 
enough to fight him, and moft Men fay 45 is more 
than 29; and yet the Paris Gazette infuleingly tells 
us, That the Count de Tholoufe was arriv'd fafe at Tho 
lon, afier having in vain endeavour'd to fight the Confe 
aerate Fleet. 

For between you and I, the Paris Gazette has not one 
Syllable of the Count de Tholoufe’s/endeavouring in vain 
to fight him, don't find you have/mention’d Sir Ge 
fince ; and therefore advife you to have recourfe fpcedily 
to your old Way of eating your Words. You knew 
how you wafh’'d your Hands of the Affair of the Expe- 
dition to Portugal, of which in the Review laff men- 
tion’d you fay, wd 

am far from infulting our own Misfortuhés ih 

Portugal, tho’ the whole Undertaking fhocks my 

Judginent, both as to the Juftice and Probability.” 
And in the Review of July 4, you fay thus, 

IT am very far from faying or believing that our War 
with Spain is not juft; nay if I thought otherwife, 
yet fince the Nation is Embark’d in it, I would agr 
thew fo little Refpe& to the Englifh Reputation, ag to 
make my Opinion publick. bie 
Ihave more Advice to offer you; which you fhall 

have for asking, provided you make good ufe of this, — 

And now, Sir, I thall take my Leave of you, wit 
returning you and your Friends hearty Thanks for the 
great Pains you have taken to look over my Courants 
and find thefe egregious Faults in them. ttt 

In the Courang of June the 30th. 

Bafil, June 26. The General Diet that epinasity 
meets at Midfummer, will not fit to do Bufinefs t 
the 6th of this Month——Mean time Monfieur Mela- 
rede continues his endeavour to prevail with the Pro- 
teftant Cantons, to grant the Levy of 3 or 4000 Men, 
he defired for the King his Mafter. 

In another Courant, it feems, I fay the Ulm,for Ulm. 

I am forry you did not make fuch Remarks upon 
them as thefe, that I am fo ftupid T did not know the 
26th day of the Month came after the 6th ; that I 
fo bad a Memory, that tho’ I have call’d Monfieur 
Mellarede Envoy of yr d sco Times in my Courants, 
I could not recolle& whether his Mafter is a King or a 
Duke; and that Iam fo very ignorant, rhat tho’ I have 
mention’d U/m over and over im forty Papers, T'can’t 
tell whether it be a Town or a River. Which Remarks 
if you had back’d with a round Affirmation that thefe 
grofs Errors could not poflibly be Slips of the Pen, or 
Overfights in the Compofitor or Midnight Correétor 
the Prefs, you would have added new Lawrels to th 
you have gain'd already by your noble Labours, . 
extremely inftrutted oblig 

ir, 
‘_ Your very Humble Servant. 
London, July19. 

Yefterday Stocks were as follows, Bank 129 & 
ahalf. New Comp.256 & a halfa6é. Shares29& 
3qrs. Old Comp.134. Million Bank 88 & a half 
a3qrs. Sword Blades 85 &a half. African 19 & 
5 eighths. wt 

~The Sale of the Tea, Bengall Silk, and otherGoods, 

ppointed for the 2oth inftanr, is adjourn’d to Tuefday the egth. And 
the Goods will be thown on Friday the 21ft from 8 to 12, and from 


_ 6, till the time of Sale, at Major Long’s Ware-houfes in Mark- 
e. 


ON DON Printed, and Sold by Sam. Buckley at the Dolphin in Little- Brittain. 


| 
| 
\ 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


